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W o r k i n g G r o u p P a r t i c i p a t i o n
The W o r k i n g G r o u p d i s cu s s ed th e i n c l u s i o n o f Asarco r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s on t h e W o r k i n gG r o u p . E R A h a s requested A s a r c o ' s p a r t i c i p a t i o n because o f t h e p r o x i m i t y o f t h e i rfacili ty to the area and because they can c o n t r i b u t e i n f o r m a t i o n which will aid in thei n t e r p r e t a t i o n of da ta c o l l e c t e d in the area. R e p r e s e n t a t i v e s of Asarco would l i k e top a r t i c i p a t e on the W o r k i n g G r o u p because th ey would l i k e to in a p a r t i c i p a t o r y processengage f r o m the b e g i n n i n g in the hope s o f a v o i d i n g the l i t i g i o u s s i t u a t i o n tha t ha soccurred elsewhere. A l t h o u g h r epr e s en ta t iv e s of Asarco do not know whe ther Asarcois more than a s t a k e h o l d e r , they do c on s id er Asarco "an i n t e r e s t e d party." Concernwas expres s ed about the p o s s i b i l i t y o f g i v i n g Asarco undue i n f l u e n c e ; r e p r e s e n t a t i v e sof Asarco s ta ted that t h ey would l i k e to p r o v i d e i n f o r m a t i o n and re spond to que s t ions .T h e f a c i l i t a t o r urged t h e g r o u p t o sp eak u p i f they h a d a n y concerns about A s a r c o ' sf o r m or level of p a r t i c i p a t i o n so these concerns can be a d d r e s s e d .
M e e t i n g S u m m a r y Review
T h e W o r k i n g G r o u p d e f e r r e d s p e c i f i c comments o n t h e M e e t i n g S u m m a r y f r o mN o v e m b e r 12 to the next meet ing. David M e l l a r d and C e l i a V a n D e r L o o p said theywould p r e p a r e wr i t t en comments on th e m e e t i n g summary. The W o r k i n g G r o u pagreed that th e M e e t i n g S u m m a r y s h o u l d i n c l u d e a f i n a l p a g e that l i s t s d e c i s i on sand action items and that the S u m m a r y s h o u l d r e f l e c t who a t t e n d e d , i n c l u d i n gboth W o r k i n g G r o u p members and observers. S o m e W o r k i n g G r o u p members wil lbe i d e n t i f i e d as r epr e s en ta t iv e s of an o r g a n i z a t i o n and a n e i g h b o r h o o d ( e . g . , L o r r a i n eG r a n a d o r epr e s en t s both the Cross C o m m u n i t y C o a l i t i o n and the Swans ean e i g h b o r h o o d ) .
E P A Process S t e p s
Bonnie L a v e l l e d e s cr ibed the process EPA wil l use to arrive at a P r o p o s e d P l a n for thes i te area (see a t tached d i a g r a m ) . E P A conduc t ed s a m p l i n g ( d a t a c o l l e c t i o n ) i n E l y r i aand Swansea. Based on the r e s u l t s of t h i s s a m p l i n g , EPA d e c i d e d to c o n t i n u e tos a m p l e i n o ther n e i g h b o r h o o d s . T h e a d d i t i o n a l s a m p l i n g w a s c o m p l e t e d i n A u g u s t ,1998. S i n c e the data has shown e l evat ed c onc en t ra t i on s of arsenic and l ead in thes o i l s , EPA has s tar t ed a proces s to eva lua t e that da ta to see if there may beu n a c c e p t a b l e h e a l t h risks p r e d i c t e d as a re su l t o f expo sure to the s e s o i l s ( r i s ka s s e s sment). At that p o i n t there is a d e c i s i on: whe ther or not the h e a l t h risks warrantc l e a n u p action. I f t h e d e c i s i o n i s "yes," then E P A d e v e l o p s c l e a n u p o p t i o n s a n danalyze s the s e o p t i o n s . T h i s work i s d o cumen t ed in a R e m e d i a l I n v e s t i g a t i o n /F e a s i b i l i t y S t u d y Repor t ( R I / F S ) . I f E P A d e c i d e s t o take a c t i on , t h e n E P A d e v e l o p s aP r o p o s e d P l a n . Bonnie e x p l a i n e d that t h e W o r k i n g G r o u p w i l l serve a s a f o r u m f o rs h a r i n g i n f o r m a t i o n and r e c e iv ing i n p u t a s EPA goes t h r o u g h t h i s process . EPA wi l l
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share da ta w i th th e W o r k i n g G r o u p , w i l l create an a d m i n i s t r a t i v e record, and wi l l p r o v i d eo p p o r t u n i t y f o r comment. E R A h a s t h e r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r m a k i n g t h e d e c i s i o n r e g a r d i n gc l e a n u p act ion in the area. To h e l p them arrive at that d e c i s i o n , ERA wants theW o r k i n g G r o u p t o p r o v i d e f e e d b a c k , t e l l E R A t h e i r o p i n i o n s about t h e d a t a , haved i a l o g u e about how the da ta i s b e i n g i n t e r p r e t e d , and advise ERA about the need forp u b l i c me e t ing s ( in a d d i t i o n t o t h e required p u b l i c h ear ing and p u b l i c comment per iodon t h e P r o p o s e d Plan). The ERA wi l l p r o v i d e i n f o r m a t i o n , a sk f o r comments in w r i t i n g ,c o m p i l e the comments , p r e p a r e re sponse s in the f o r m of an ERA l e t t e r to thecommenter, and p r o v i d e c op i e s o f the re sponses to the W o r k i n g G r o u p .
If a Remed ia l I n v e s t i g a t i o n / F e a s i b i l i t y S t u d y i s done and the s i te i s l i s t e d , ERA must doa P r o p o s e d P l a n and present it for p u b l i c comment , even if the no act ion o p t i o n ispropo s ed . If ERA decides that no action is needed, they need to recommend no actionas t h e i r p r e f e r r e d a l t e r n a t i v e t o the c o m m u n i t y / p u b l i c and e x p l a i n t h e i r reasoning. Thep r o p o s e d p l a n and p u b l i c comment are required by r e g u l a t i o n if the s i t e i s l i s t e d ; even ifnot l i s t e d , a p r o p o s e d p l a n and p u b l i c comment s h o u l d be c onduc t ed even if the noaction o p t i o n i s r ecommended.
S o i l t e s t i n g : T h e W o r k i n g G r o u p members w i l l revisit t h e que s t ion o f whe ther a d d i t i o n a ls a m p l i n g is needed when it is d e t e r m i n e d if there are any r emain ing risks that warrantc l e a n u p , e.g., at c o m p l e t i o n of the B a s e l i n e Risk Asse s sment .
C o m m e n t s f r o m t h e W o r k i n g G r o u p about t h e proces s o u t l i n e i n c l u d e d :
• The t i m e l i n e may be u n r e a l i s t i c . S i n c e the c o m m u n i t y has asked about c u m u l a t i v ee f f e c t s of c o n t a m i n a n t s and assessment of the mix of c o n t a m i n a n t s , the riskassessment may take l o n g e r than p r o j e c t e d . ERA wi l l a d j u s t t h e t i m e l i n e i f needed.
• ATSDR is c ommi t t ed to p a r t i c i p a t i o n in t h i s proce s s , r e g a r d l e s s o f whe ther the sitei s l i s t e d on the NPL.• S a m p l i n g has not been conduc t ed on commercial l a n d . If the area becomes aS u p e r f u n d s i t e , commercial s i tes w i l l b e i n c l u d e d i n t h e s cope o f E P A ' si n v e s t i g a t i o n .
• U n l e s s the site is l i s t e d as a S u p e r f u n d s i t e , there is no guarantee of money forc l ean up. ERA wil l c o n t i n u e with i t s d e c i s i o n - m a k i n g proce s s , r e g a r d l e s s o f theN P L l i s t i n g ; however, E R A w i l l require N P L l i s t i n g t o b e ab l e t o u s e S u p e r f u n dd o l l a r s f o r c lean u p . I f , d u r i n g t h e proces s , e n f o r c e m e n t d e t e r m i n e s there i s av i a b l e P o t e n t i a l l y R e s p o n s i b l e Party (PRP), the PRP can be a resource for c l eanu p , r e g a r d l e s s o f N P L l i s t i n g .• If r e s i d e n t s who l iv e o u t s i d e th e s i te area want t h e i r soil t e s t ed i m m e d i a t e l y , t h eyc a n p a y f o r t h i s t e s t i n g . E P A ' s b a s e l i n e risk assessment w i l l i n c l u d e a n e s t ima t e o fl e v e l s of soil c o n t a m i n a n t s that m i g h t pose a risk to p u b l i c h e a l t h or theenvironment . I n d i v i d u a l s who have t h e i r so i l t e s t ed will then have a measure tocompare t h e i r s a m p l e s . I t i s p o s s i b l e that E P A w i l l e xpand t h e p r o j e c t b oundar i e si f , t h r o u g h the proce s s , EPA d e t e r m i n e s the s t u d y areas are no t s u f f i c i e n t and thereis a need to conduct a d d i t i o n a l s a m p l i n g .
• It i s not necessary to s a m p l e every p r o p e r t y to c o m p l e t e a b a s e l i n e riskassessment. H o w e v e r , if the EPA d e t e r m i n e s there s h o u l d be c l ean up, i t may be
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necessary to s a m p l e each p r o p e r t y to d e t ermine p r e c i s e l y where clean up s h o u l doccur.
• T h e r e p r e s e n t a t i v e f r o m t h e Cross C o m m u n i t y C o a l i t i o n s u g g e s t e d tha t everyp r o p e r t y s h o u l d b e s a m p l e d i f t h e N P L l i s t i n g i s b y addre s s . T h e E P A e x p l a i n e dthat t h e E P A w i l l n o t l i s t b y addre s s . I f t h e l i s t i n g occurs a f t e r t h e b a s e l i n e ri skas s e s sment, the EPA can be more s p e c i f i c and p o t e n t i a l l y narrow about the area tobe l i s t e d . If i t occurs e a r l i e r , the EPA will be more broad about the l i s t e d area.

E x p e c t a t i o n s f o r t h e W o r k i n g G r o u p
T h e W o r k i n g G r o u p members expre s s ed t h e i r e x p e c t a t i o n s f o r t h e W o r k i n g G r o u p ,i n c l u d i n g :
• To have an o p p o r t u n i t y to i n f l u e n c e the process
• To p r o v i d e p e r s p e c t i v e on whe ther more data is needed and how da ta a n a l y s i s isbe ing conduc t ed
• To under s t and th e t i m e l i n e f o r a d d r e s s i n g issues
• To know how and when s a m p l i n g of commercial p r o p e r t i e s will occur
• To under s tand the issues of o ther p a r t i c i p a n t s and have a f o r u m for r a i s i n g issues
• To know where we d iverge and have an o p p o r t u n i t y to go on record about our views
• To under s t and how c ommuni ty involvement f i t s in wi th th e W o r k i n g G r o u p• To p r o v i d e a r e a l i t y check for EPA t h r o u g h i n p u t to the proce s s as we l l as i n p u t tothe c lean up, if and when we get to that p o i n t
• To have access to all the da ta that i s p u b l i c i n f o r m a t i o n
• To be involved in every d i s c u s s i o n that r e la t e s to how risk assessment is d o n e , tohave i n p u t to the proces s and d e c i s i o n s
• To be i n c l u d e d in d i s c u s s i o n s between the state and EPA on s i g n i f i c a n t i s sues (or tobe t o l d why we weren' t i n c l u d e d )
• To have fu l l involvement o f ATSDR in th e proces s and t o i n f o r m th e c o m m u n i t yabout h e a l t h i m p l i c a t i o n s
• To have EPA treat the s i t e as an environmenta l j u s t i c e s i t e• To know there is a s o l u t i o n to h e a l t h p r o b l e m s and see everyone work ing towardthat s o l u t i o n
• To know the extent of cancer and r e s p i r a t o r y di sease in the area
• To have EPA conduct s tate o f the art risk assessment and to ful ly u n d e r s t a n d thescience that has gone into m a k i n g d e c i s i on s• To have the governmental agencies work t o g e t h e r and set a s id e power s t r u g g l e sand work t o g e t h e r for s o l u t i o n s that are best for the c o m m u n i t y
• T o have t h e W o r k i n g G r o u p h e l p A T S D R i n A T S D R ' s f o u r areas o f r e s p o n s i b i l i t y :h e a l t h eva lua t i on of da ta , c ommuni ty invo lvement , e d u c a t i o n , and c ommunica t i on ofh e a l t h s t u d i e s
• To p r o v i d e an o p p o r t u n i t y for the t o x i c o l o g i s t s t o share p e r s p e c t i v e s and e x p e r t i s e( t h e y wi l l report back to th e W o r k i n g G r o u p th e r e s u l t s o f s e p a r a t e t e c h n i c a ld i s c u s s i o n s which they may have)
• To have a f o r u m in which all p a r t i c i p a n t s can ask q u e s t i o n s
• To have a wri t t en report of d i s c u s s i o n s
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Discus s ion o f P u b l i c I n v o l v e m e n t
The ERA wi l l b e c o n d u c t i n g a p u b l i c invo lv ement process. The ERA would l i k e eachn e i g h b o r h o o d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e on the W o r k i n g G r o u p to raise a red f lag r e g a r d i n g theneed for p u b l i c invo lvement and to advi se the ERA when a m e e t i n g wi th the c o m m u n i t ymay be needed and how it s h o u l d be c o n d u c t e d . A l t h o u g h the W o r k i n g G r o u p will bean advi sor and c ondu i t for p u b l i c i n v o l v e m e n t , the ERA p u b l i c invo lvement s taf f may berequired by r e g u l a t i o n to u n d e r t a k e action the n e i g h b o r h o o d r epr e s en ta t i v e s may notrequest o r s u p p o r t . T h e W o r k i n g G r o u p agreed ( 1 ) that t h e W o r k i n g G r o u pne ighborhood r epre s en ta t iv e and a l t e r n a t e w i l l be n o t i f i e d when ERA comes intothe ne ighborhood and (2) that EPA w i l l f i r s t c onsu l t the ne ighborhoodrepre s entat ive s , e x p l a i n t h e d i f f e r e n t p o t e n t i a l services, and j o i n t l y d i s cu s s t h ebest way to addre s s the c o m m u n i t y ' s p u b l i c involvement needs.
Discuss ion o f A T S D R ' s Role
David M e l l a r d e x p l a i n e d that A T S D R h a s f o u r areas o f f o c u s :( 1 ) E v a l u a t i n g environmenta l da ta a n d d e t e r m i n i n g p u b l i c h e a l t h s i g n i f i c a n c e o f thatdata(2) M a k i n g sure the c o m m u n i t y i s invo lved( 3 ) H e a l t h educa t i on i n t h e c o m m u n i t y(4) D e c i d i n g whe ther or no t ATSDR s h o u l d conduct any h e a l t h s t u d i e s (such s t u d i e swould be done by a d i f f e r e n t part of the agency) or b i o - m o n i t o r i n g
ATSDR may f i n d i t u s e f u l f o r t h e W o r k i n g G r o u p t o conduct d i s c u s s i o n s a s part o fthese areas o f f o c u s , o u t s i d e t h e current process b u i l t around E P A ' s d e c i s i on making.I n t h i s case, A T S D R w i l l d i s cu s s t h i s with t h e E P A a n d o f f e r t h e W o r k i n g G r o u p t h eo p p o r t u n i t y to e x p a n d it s work.

ATSDR can conduct a h e a l t h survey even if the s i t e i s no t NPL l i s t e d .
Discus s ion o f Environmenta l J u s t i c e
Env ironmenta l j u s t i c e sites are those sites where there are or will be s i g n i f i c a n tenvironmenta l e f f e c t s that may be having an adverse impac t on m i n o r i t y or low-incomep o p u l a t i o n s a p p r e c i a b l y e x c e e d i n g those on th e general p o p u l a t i o n . E n v i r o n m e n t a lj u s t i c e also cons ider s whe ther m i n o r i t y or low-income p o p u l a t i o n s are a f f e c t e d byc u m u l a t i v e or m u l t i p l e adverse e xpo sure s f r o m env ironmenta l hazards in ad i s p r o p o r t i o n a t e amount when compared to the general p o p u l a t i o n . The VasquezB o u l e v a r d / l - 7 0 area ha s many sources o f c o n t a m i n a t i o n . The Pre s id en t ' s Execut iveOrder on E n v i r o n m e n t a l J u s t i c e requires tha t al l the env ironmenta l i m p a c t s bec on s id er ed . Lorra ine G r a n a d o requested that the Vasquez B o u l e v a r d / l - 7 0 area betreated a s an e n v i r o n m e n t a l j u s t i c e s i t e , i n c l u d i n g c o n s i d e r a t i o n o f c u m u l a t i v e e f f e c t s .EPA wi l l deal wi th e l e m e n t s associated wi th h i s t o r i c s m e l t e r s , i n c l u d i n g cadmium andzinc, as we l l as arsenic and l e a d ; a r e c o g n i t i o n of o ther c o n t a m i n a t i o n will i n f l u e n c eE P A ' s d e c i s i on s . Bonnie L a v e l l e said E P A wou ld t r y t o f i n d a w a y w i t h i n t h e W o r k i n g
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G r o u p t o c on s id e r th e c u m u l a t i v e i m p a c t s . David M e l l a r d said t h a t ATSDR can l o o k a thow other c on taminant s can impac t h e a l t h .
Discus s ion o f Boundarie s f o r and Extent o f S o i l s T e s t i n g
Bonnie L a v e l l e i s m a i n t a i n i n g a l i s t o f requests f o r s a m p l i n g f r o m r e s i d e n t s who l i v ew i t h i n the current boundar i e s of the s t u d y area whose p r o p e r t i e s have not beens a m p l e d . R e s i d e n t s o u t s i d e the boundari e s wi l l have to pay the costs o f the t e s t i n g .T h e r e are a number of pr iva t e t e s t i n g f i r m s ; costs are e x p e c t e d to run about $30 permetal t e s t ed f o r . S i n c e ERA wil l make a d e c i s i o n a f t e r the risk assessment aboutwhether or not to e xpand the b o u n d a r i e s , it may be p r e m a t u r e for i n d i v i d u a l s who l i v eo u t s i d e the current boundar i e s to do t e s t i n g on t h e i r own. It i s p o s s i b l e the b o u n d a r i e sw i l l e xpand and i n c l u d e t h em, in which case the cost of t e s t i n g wou ld be borne by E R A .
D r a f t Proc edura l G u i d e l i n e s
T h e f a c i l i t a t o r s d i s t r i b u t e d c o p i e s o f "Draf t P r o c e d u r a l G u i d e l i n e s f o r V a s q u e zBoul evard/1-70 W o r k i n g G r o u p " and asked th e W o r k i n g G r o u p t o read them c a r e f u l l yand contact th e f a c i l i t a t o r s (Mary Margare t G o l t e n or L o u i s e S m a r t , 303-442-7367) i fthey have any comments. The W o r k i n g G r o u p w i l l d i s cu s s the s e a t the next W o r k i n gG r o u p mee t ing .
Observer Comment s
T e d F e l l m a n , E R A p u b l i c invo lvement s t a f f , e x p l a i n e d tha t E P A ' s o b l i g a t i o n s a r e t o t h ewhol e community. As ERA i m p l e m e n t s th e S u p e r f u n d proc e s s , ERA wi l l need t oinvolve and i n f o r m the communi ty in general. A l t h o u g h the EPA p u b l i c invo lv ements t a f f w i l l c o n s u l t t h e W o r k i n g G r o u p , t h e W o r k i n g G r o u p i s n o t p r i m a r i l y a c o m m u n i t yinvo lvement f o r u m , a n d E P A ' s e f f o r t s w i l l b e l arger . T h e E P A w i l l b e c o n d u c t i n gc o m m u n i t y interviews soon t o e s t a b l i s h a c o m m u n i t y i n v o l v e m e n t p l a n . The W o r k i n gG r o u p c a n s u p p o r t E P A e f f o r t s a n d h e l p t h e E P A d i s t r i b u t e i n f o r m a t i o n i n t h ec o m m u n i t y t h r o u g h b l o ck c oord ina tor s .
S a n d e e C o u l b e r s o n , A T S D R communi ty involvement s t a f f , t o l d t h e W o r k i n g G r o u p t ha tt h e c o m m u n i t y h a s raised a number o f que s t i on s wi th A T S D R . A T S D R w i l l f i r s tc o n f i r m wi th th e c o m m u n i t y that t h e c o m p i l e d l i s t covers th e q u e s t i o n s th e c o m m u n i t ywants answered; then A T S D R , wi th t h e h e l p o f E P A a n d t h e s t a t e , w i l l p u t t o g e t h e ranswers to those ques t ions . ATSDR wil l a l so be work ing on a h e a l t h e d u c a t i o nprogram.
T h e W o r k i n g G r o u p sugge s t ed that t h e p u b l i c involvement s t a f f f r o m t h e d i f f e r e n tagencies ge t t o g e t h e r and d i s cu s s t h e i r p l a n s .
Risk Managemen t Obj e c t i v e s
C h r i s W e i s , E P A t o x i c o l o g i s t , e x p l a i n e d that E P A w i l l b e g i n t o b u i l d t h e f o u n d a t i o n o ft h e risk assessment and wants i n p u t f r o m th e W o r k i n g G r o u p t o h e l p ensure t h a t t h e
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f o u n d a t i o n i s s o l i d . To t h i s end , he asked the W o r k i n g G r o u p t o h e l p d e v e l o p a s e t o frisk management o b j e c t i v e s . He gave, a s an e x a m p l e , the f o l l o w i n g : You heart h r o u g h a n e w s p a p e r a r t i c l e that there is a p r o b l e m of l ead c o n t a m i n a t i o n in your area.Y o u r o b j e c t i v e would b e that t h e l ead c o n t a m i n a t i o n w i l l n o t a f f e c t your f a m i l y ' s h e a l t h .T h i s o b j e c t i v e m i g h t b e r e f i n e d to read, "We want to assure p r o t e c t i o n o f f a m i l y h e a l t hin the yard and in the p l a y areas in the community." ERA w o u l d then c on s id er what isthe best way to assure p r o t e c t i o n of the who l e f a m i l y f r o m expo sure to soil l e ad . Thismigh t lead to the assessment e n d p o i n t o f p r o t e c t i n g the c h i l d r e n . T o o l s would then beneeded to measure that e n d p o i n t . We cou ld measure b l o o d l e a d , lead in du s t in thehouse, and lead in s o i l s . In some cases, it m i g h t not be p h y s i c a l l y , t e c h n i c a l l y , orf i n a n c i a l l y f e a s i b l e t o d e v e l o p a measurement e n d p o i n t t o reach the o b j e c t i v e . C h r i sasked the W o r k i n g G r o u p to p r o v i d e a s e t o f f i r s t - d r a f t o b j e c t i v e s for risk management.T h e s e i n c l u d e :
1. C l e a n up a l l p r o p e r t y ( i n s i d e and o u t s i d e ) t o meet m i n i m u m risk l e v e l s (MRLs) forarsenic, c a d m i u m , l e a d , and zinc. (MRL is a dose that ATSDR d e v e l o p e d basedon t o x i c o l o g y for a s p e c i f i c sub s tance , below which is it u n l i k e l y to have non-cancerous e f f e c t s . A MRL is a dose to p e o p l e . The o b j e c t i v e m i g h t read: al lp r o p e r t y c l eaned up to meet c a d m i u m , arsenic, l e a d , and zinc l e v e l s of dosage top e o p l e be low which non-cancer h e a l t h e f f e c t s a r e u n l i k e l y . )2. To know the r e l a t i o n s h i p between as thma and k i d n e y d i s ea s e (or o ther d i s e a s e ) toexpo sure to the i d e n t i f i e d c h e m i c a l s ( c a d m i u m , l e a d , arsenic, and zinc).3. Identi fy all cancers, t y p e and f r e q u e n c y , w i t h i n the t e s t ed area, by l o ca t i on .4. The c u m u l a t i v e cancer risk ( f r o m c a d m i u m , arsenic, l e a d , and z i n c ) for al l r e s i d en t swill not exceed one in a m i l l i o n .5. Facility risk asses sments s h o u l d be c onduc t ed p r i o r to z o n i n g or p e r m i t t i n g newi n d u s t r y .6. C l e a n up wi l l occur to m i n i m i z e p o t e n t i a l for r e-contaminat ion.7. All n o n - r e s i d e n t i a l p r o p e r t y ( i n c l u d i n g a l l e y s and street and road con s t ruc t i on ortraf f i c d u s t ) wi l l be c leaned so that no adverse h e a l t h e f f e c t s occur.8. ERA will document t h e i r s p e c i f i c e f f o r t s to treat t h i s s i te as an env ironmenta l j u s t i c esite..9. C u m u l a t i v e risks f r o m EJ. sources are e v a l u a t e d , (e .g . , mob i l e sources, currenti n d u s t r y , n i g h t - t i m e o d o r s )10. U n d e r s t a n d and break soil e xpo sure p a t h w a y s ( i n d o o r s / o u t d o o r s , d i r e c t / i n d i r e c t ) .11 .Assure that g r o u n d w a t e r meets a p p l i c a b l e s t a n d a r d s .
12. W o r k toward fu l l u n d e r s t a n d i n g o f and agreement on th e F e a s i b i l i t y S t u d y , byas sur ing that it meets all of our needs.13. Assure s u s t a i n a b l e e c o l o g y in aquat i c and r i p a r i a n systems on site.14. Ident i fy i n d i v i d u a l s who may need h e a l t h i n t e r v e n t i o n ( p r i o r t o , d u r i n g , and a f t e rclean u p ) .15. A s s u r e s t a t e - o f -ar t Q A / Q C and m e t h o d s used for a l l a c t i v i t i e s .16. Assur e that d e c i s i o n s are s c i e n t i f i c a l l y sound.17. Prevent usage of c on tamina t ed g r o u n d w a t e r .18. A s s u r e d e c i s i on and proces se s are cons i s t en t wi th ERA r e g u l a t i o n s , g u i d a n c e , andp o l i c y , i n c l u d i n g env ironmenta l j u s t i c e .
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19. A s s u r e d e c i s i o n and proces se s are c on s i s t en t wi th s ta te r e g u l a t i o n s , g u i d a n c e ,and p o l i c y .20. Assure dec i s ion and processes are cons i s t ent with l o ca l r e g u l a t i o n s , g u i d a n c e , andp o l i c y .21 . A s s u r e p r o t e c t i o n o f s ens i t ive g r o u p s ( c h i l d r e n , s e n i o r s )2 2 . A s s u r e tha t A T S D R i s f u l l y involved t h r o u g h o u t t h e process.23. Assure agreement between ATSDR, ERA, and CDPHE on risk assessmentm e t h o d s , to the greates t extent p o s s i b l e .
ERA wil l re-organize, c o n s o l i d a t e , and r e f i n e these o b j e c t i v e s and d i s t r i b u t e th em to theW o r k i n g G r o u p f or f u r t h e r d i s cu s s ion and a p p r o v a l a t t h e next mee t ing . W o r k i n g G r o u pmembers s h o u l d review th em, t a l k wi th t h e i r c o n s t i t u e n t s and o f f i c e s , and comment toERA on whe ther or not t h i s l i s t is c o m p l e t e and accurate. Once ERA e s t a b l i s h e s theo b j e c t i v e s that make up the f o u n d a t i o n for the risk a s s e s sment , ERA wi l l b u i l d a methodfor risk assessment that p r o v i d e s t o o l s to meet those o b j e c t i v e s .
ERA wi l l b u i l d a s i te c o n c e p t u a l model f or th e risk assessment. It w i l l b e a one-pageschematic d r a w i n g with boxes and l i n e s , o u t l i n i n g sources, release mechani sms ,transpor t mechanisms, exposure p o i n t s , r e c ep tor s , and exposure routes. T h e r e wil l bel i n k a g e s across these d i f f e r e n t l i s t s . In order f or there t o b e a c a l c u l a b l e ri sk, there ha sto be a c o m p l e t e expo sure pa thway. T h i s wi l l be the most v a l u a b l e t oo l for t a k i n g careof the p r o b l e m . S i n c e it i s not p o s s i b l e to a l t e r the t o x i c i t y of arsenic and l e a d , etc., thegoal w i l l be to a l t e r the exposure p a t h . T h i s can occur t h r o u g h removal of the source ort h r o u g h br eak ing p a t h w a y s a l o n g th e chain.
Exposure Pathways ( r e l a t e d t o s o i l )
C h r i s W e i s e x p l a i n e d that ERA wou ld l i k e t o m i n i m i z e th e number o f e x p o s u r epa thways that must be q u a n t i f i e d and f o c u s o n l y on those p a t h w a y s tha t c o n t r i b u t e thel i o n ' s share o f t h e risk. H e asked t h e W o r k i n g G r o u p t o h e l p i d e n t i f y p o t e n t i a l e xpo surepathways . T h e s e i n c l u d e d :
• Crawl space
• Dust f r o m t r a f f i c ( b r e a t h i n g )
• E m p t y l o t s ( k i d s p l a y there - d ir t bikes, bikes , soccer); each n e i g h b o r h o o d s h o u l di d e n t i f y l o t s where c h i l d r e n p l a y
• Lot s and d i r t roads owned by U n i o n P a c i f i c R a i l r o a d (in C l a y t o n )
• G a r d e n i n g (98% of r e s i d e n t s in C l a y t o n and C o l e have g a r d e n s or fruit t r e e s ) ; 30-40% in S w a n s e a / E l y r i a )
• Old F i n a n c e C e n t e r at 38th and Y o r k ; there is a lot of i l l n e s s in t ha t area ( A u g u s t of1997, there was a RGB spi l l)
• C o n s t r u c t i o n s i t e by the C o l i s e u m (near s i t e o f o ld A r g o S m e l t e r ) ; may be t u r n i n gover c o n t a m i n a t e d d i r t
• T h e r e is a lot of c on s t ru c t i on in the area which t e n d s to b r i n g c o n t a m i n a t i o n f r o mbelow the s u r f a c e to the s u r f a c e
• C h i l d r e n g o i n g b a r e f o o t

W o r k i n g G r o u p M e e t i n g S u m m a r y , December 8 , 1 9 9 8 — A p p r o v e d J a n u a r y 28 , 1999 P a g e 8



• C h i l d r e n p l a y i n g a l o n g ra i l r oad tracks; l o o k i n g f o r t a d p o l e s i n s p r i n g
• Pet s b r i n g i n g in d i r t f r o m o u t s i d e ( t h e r e i s a l a r g e p e r c en tage of p e t s in the area)
• Dust f r o m the crawl space b e ing r e- c i r cu la t ed t h r o u g h the h e a t i n g system
• U n p a v e d a l l e y s - t r a f f i c , some k i d s p l a y i n g i n a l l e y s (whose par en t s d o n ' t want themin the s t r e e t )• We ( S w a n s e a and Elyria) don' t have l i c e n s e d day care p r o v i d e r s ; but we havec h i l d r e n s t a y i n g wi th e x t ended f a m i l i e s
N e x t W o r k i n g G r o u p M e e t i n g s
The next W o r k i n g G r o u p M e e t i n g w i l l b e T h u r s d a y , J a n u a r y 28, f r o m 8:30AM to1:OOPM at EPA Region 8 O f f i c e , 999 18 th S t r e e t , Second F l o o r C o n f e r e n c e Room.
T h e agenda w i l l i n c l u d e :(1) Review and d i s c u s s i o n o f comments on the EPA r e p o r t , "Draf t Data Report for theVasquez Boulevard & I-70 R e s i d e n t i a l S o i l s S u p p l e m e n t a l I n v e s t i g a t i o n Phys i co-C h e m i c a l C h a r a c t e r i z a t i o n o f S o i l s " ( f r o m t h e s ta t e , c i ty , a n d A T S D R ) a n d E P Aresponses t o those comments (al l W o r k i n g G r o u p members wi l l g e t c op i e s o f th ecomments and r e s p o n s e )(2) Review of the o b j e c t i v e s and e xpo sure p a t h w a y s (EPA wil l revise and d i s t r i b u t ec o p i e s o f these l i s t s)( 3 ) I f a v a i l a b l e f r o m t h e l a b o r a t o r y , p r e s e n t a t i o n , a n d d i s c u s s i o n o f da ta o n t h e in t en s ives a m p l i n g ; da ta o n t h e dust i n p e o p l e ' s homes(4) Presentat ion and review of p u b l i c involvement p l a n s( 5 ) Review, d i s c u s s i o n , a n d a p p r o v a l o f P r o c e d u r a l G u i d e l i n e s f o r t h e W o r k i n g G r o u p( 6 ) Review, m o d i f i c a t i o n ( i f n e e d e d ) , a n d a p p r o v a l o f M e e t i n g S u m m a r i e s f r o mN o v e m b e r 12 and December 8
The f o l l o w i n g mee t ings w i l l be f r o m 8:30 to 1:00:T h u r s d a y , F e b r u a r y 18 (Swans ea Recreation C e n t e r )T h u r s d a y , March 4 ( E P A o f f i c e s )T h u r s d a y , March 18 (Swans ea Recreation C e n t e r )
E v a l u a t i o n o f t h e W o r k i n g G r o u p M e e t i n g
T h e W o r k i n g G r o u p l i k e d :• E P A g o t t h e W o r k i n g G r o u p ' s o b j e c t i v e s that were needed• The o b j e c t i v e s put t o g e t h e r in p e r s p e c t i v e
• The d i a g r a m o f the proce s s , with t i m e l i n e s• M e e t i n g wi th the who l e g r o u p , b e l i e v i n g that s o m e t h i n g i s g o i n g to be done
T h e W o r k i n g G r o u p ' s s u g g e s t i o n s f o r i m p r o v e m e n t :
• N e e d to k e ep us more f o c u s e d on the a g e n d a
• K e e p a p a r k i n g lot for issues to come back to, so we don't tend to stray
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S U M M A R Y O F D E C I S I O N S A N D A C T I O N I T E M S
1. The next m e e t i n g will be T h u r s d a y , J a n u a r y 28, f r o m 8:30AM to 1 :OOPM at the ERAo f f i c e , 9 9 9 18 t h S t r e e t , S e c o n d F l o o r C o n f e r e n c e Room.
2. The W o r k i n g G r o u p s h o u l d read the Draf t M e e t i n g S u m m a r i e s o f the N o v e m b e r 12and December 8 m e e t i n g s and p r o v i d e comments or correc t ions to the f a c i l i t a t o r s .
3 . The W o r k i n g G r o u p s h o u l d read th e Dra f t Proc edura l G u i d e l i n e s f o r VasquezB o u l e v a r d / l - 7 0 W o r k i n g G r o u p and p r o v i d e comments t o t h e f a c i l i t a t o r s .
4. The ERA wil l r e f i n e the d r a f t o b j e c t i v e s for risk management and the l i s t o f e xpo surepa thways and d i s t r i b u t e them to the W o r k i n g G r o u p for d i s c u s s i o n at the nextW o r k i n g G r o u p mee t ing.
5. The ERA wil l p r e p a r e c op i e s of comments on the ERA "DRAFT Data Repor t for theVasquez Boulevard & I-70 R e s i d e n t i a l S o i l s S u p p l e m e n t a l I n v e s t i g a t i o n : Phys i co-C h e m i c a l C h a r a c t e r i z a t i o n o f S o i l s " a n d E P A ' s re sponse s t o those comments a n dd i s t r i b u t e them to the W o r k i n g G r o u p . This wi l l be a t o p i c for d i s c u s s i o n at the nextW o r k i n g G r o u p mee t ing.
To contact th e f a c i l i t a t o r s ( M a r y Margare t G o l t e n and L o u i s e S m a r t , a t CDRA s s o c i a t e s ) ,Phone: 303-442-7367

F a x : 303-442-7442E-mail: m g o l t e n @ m e d i a t e . o r g or L s m a r t @ m e d i a t e . o r gW r i t e : CDR A s s o c i a t e s , 100 A r a p a h o e , S u i t e 12, B o u l d e r CO 80302

W o r k i n g G r o u p M e e t i n g S u m m a r y , December 8 , 1 9 9 8 — A p p r o v e d J a n u a r y 28 , 1999 Page 11


